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From bases deep in the recesses of western academia emerge strategies of development plans, designs of research projects, syllabi for training programmes, that reflect the historical, political and intellectual predelictions of their sponsors rather than a proper understanding of needs and attitudes in poor countries. In this context, research projects, whatever their declared objectives, often appear to be designed principally to expand the resources of the research institution and to assist career development. A published PhD thesis or a circulated international agency report may be the first visible indication of the work and purpose of a former consultant in a developing country.
Is all this largely a legend, compounded of misunderstanding and distrust in both sponsor and recipient countries? A legend also arising from abrasive issues in past and present relationships between rich and poor countries? Any hope of fruitful research collaboration may well founder if such issues are not properly understood, although to understand the issues and the tensions they generate is not to redress them. Whatever the quality of our insight about the circumstances and needs of others, we suffer the pre- In developing a collaborative reseach programme, how much responsibility should be taken by us/them for the following: finance; staffing; planning; implementation; evaluation; publication.
Where circumstances may require it, have If we the capacity to organise research projects within our own resources?
In preparing staff for research work within the field of development studies, should primary experience and training be obtained through programmes of overseas institutions? These questions illustrate the issues surrounding any professed intention to pursue collaborative research. If, however, we were to pursue these questions in depth, some of the results might be a mixture of conventional responses, e.g., to question 1, and answers that supported a commitment to development research. We might also be offered replies that challenged our assumptions about the essential pre-conditions for effective research, collaborative or otherwise. These issues demand more thorough enquiry, although such research might itself be subject to the same constraints! There are three different ways in which development research could be organised. First, the research institutions and research workers in developing countries might decide to go it alone. In another article in this isue, Dr. Boodhoo demonstrates the strength of this conviction in some quarters. Those who advocate this kind of approach must reckon with problems of meagre resources and limited experience in a professional area demanding certain basic competences for The first possibility, unilateral action in and by developing countries, may gather more momentum than is generally believed. If this occurs, the professional identity of numbers of research workers and research institutions would be at stake, in both rich and poor countries. From this situation it can be only a short step to parallel research programmes, one relying on local impetus and control, the other owing much of its existence to extra national resources; such separation has been common enough in other aspects of national development. At this point, one significant kind of research collaboration should not be overlooked: that between research workers and institutioñs in developing countries, either on a bilateral or regional basis. Any decision by a developing country to go it alone does not necessarily mean isolation in the theory and practice of research, but rather a resolve to be free from the domination of various concepts and methodologies in the determination of research objectives and planning, and to forge a set of distinctive answers to national needs. In many places it may be felt that there can be no real hope of achieving this aim without at least some period of separation from the consequences of involvement with extra-national institutions and ideas. The second possible type of research relationship, the continued domination of a country's research development by extra-national interests, is now internationally disavowed, however rife the practice may continue to be. If to some this set of beliefs should appear as obvious truths, there is no evidence that such recognition is widespread in inter-country relationships concerned with research development. If, on the other hand, they are held to represent incorrect views about the nature of people and events in other places, there is little prospect of fruitful collaborative research. If we are not convincedon either side of the relationshipthat these beliefs are valid, we cannot pretend to a form of research association which requires the acceptance of equality and mutuality as conditions for its successful fulfilment.
